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- matters are often referred by one As-
i1y to another. But it comes up before the
new Assembly as a new matter. Those to
whom it has been referred have never had the
gpportunity of considering it before as an As-
sombly.

['or example, some subjeet is discussed at
lenzih. The Assembly finds that it is not ready
to net. This may be from lack of information,
o hecause it does not seem propitious to take
the proposed action at that time. An ad
interim committee is appointed to consider the
watter more fully and report its eonclusions
o the next Assembly. Oftentimes this com-
mittoc is composed, in whole or in large part,
of men who were not present and so did not
lave the benefit of the discussion. They con-
sider the question, prepare their report and
present it to the Assembly. It comes to this
body as a new matter and frequently they are
i no better position to decide it than were
their predecessors in the previous Assembly.

These are but specimens of the disadvantages
of the present system. Others might be men-
tioned,

The change which we propose, and which
we believe will largely overcome these disad-
vaniages, and in turn bring many advantages,
is to make the Assembly a continuous body.
This can be done by requiring the Presbyteries
to clect their commissioners for a term of three
Let it be arranged so that one-third
of the members shall be elected each year.
This will insure two-thirds of the number in
any Assembly being men who were in the
previous  Assembly.
luve been in two Assemblies.

Some of the advantages of this plan seem
to us very obvious. One is that the members
will largely be acquainted with each other and
will be aceustomed to working together. This
will insure a more prompt and careful handling
of the business.

Another advantage will be that the Assembly
which refers a matter to the next Assembly for
consideration will, to a large extent, be there
1o take up and carry on the further discussion
of the matter, having learned much in the
former diseussion and having had a year to
think and study the subject.

A still further advantage will be that the
Assembly will be composed of men of much
grcater average ability. 'We make a great deal
of the claim of ‘‘the purity of the ministry’’
a1d *“the purity of the eldership.”’ In a sense
s is true. In another sense it is far from
the faet. It is true that all are equal before
thi law of the Chureh, as well as before the law
0! the land. But when it comes to the matter
ol ability or fitness for certain service, it is not
iriue. One preacher may make a very success-
ful city pastor, who would be an absolute
failure in a ceuntry pastorate. One man may
be a successful pastor, who would not be a
Siccessful secretary or evangelist.

‘od has given to different men different
¢ilts, Some men are fitted by natural gifts
dud by training to handle the larger affairs
Of the Chureh, while others are not. Each de-
purtment of the Church’s work ought to be
‘“ndled by the best men that can be secured.
When a Presbytery realizes that it is selecting
 commissioner to represent it for three years,
It will be very apt to select one of its ablest
men, 4

There are those who will argue that this
Vill limit the number who can be sent to the
Assembly to such an extent that many will
lever peceive that honor. Others say that
Membership in the Assembly is a great eduda-
lion to a man. Others say that when a man
has been faithful in serving the Church in
"¢ pastorate or in the eldership, he ought to
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One-third of them will

PRESBYTERIAN OF THE SOUTH

be rewarded by being given the pleasure and
profit of a trip to the Assembly. These argu-
ments are of weight. It would be a great thing
for them if every preacher or elder could go
frequently to the Assembly.

It should be borne in mind, however, that
the Assembly is not a training school, nor
should attendance upon it be considered a
‘‘junketing trip.’” It is the highest court of
the Church. It has eommitted to its eare and
consideration matters of vital importance to
the kingdom of our Saviour upon earth. All
matters of personal honor or preferment or
pleasure should be laid aside, if by doing so
the Master’s work can be better done.

This is offered as a suggestion for the con-
sideration of our readers. If any one else has
a better plan for the improvement of the As-
sembly, we would like to have. We suppose
there are few who feel that no improvement
is needed.

Contributed

CAN IT BE DONE?

Somebody said that it couldn’t be done,
But he, with a chuckle, replied,

That “maybe it couldn’t,” but he would be one
Who wouldn’t say so till he'd tried.

So he buckled right in with the trace of a grin
On his face—if he worried he hid it.

He started to sing as he tackled the thing
That.couldn’t be done, and he did it.

Somebody scoffed, "Oh, you’ll never do that,
At least no one ever has done it.

But he took off his coat and he took off his hat,
And the first thing he knew he'd begun it.

With the lift of his chin and a bit of a grin,
If any doubt rose he forbid it;

He started to sing as he tackled the thing
That couldn’t be done, and he did it,

There are thousands to tell you it cannot be
done; -
There are thousands to prophesy failure;
There are thousands to point out to you, one by
one
The dangers that wait to assail you.
But just buckle in with a bit of a grin,
Then take off your coat and go to it;.

Just start in to sing as you tackle the thing
That cannot be done, and you'll do it.

—Exchange.

THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY ON WOMAN’S
POSITION IN THE CHURCH AND THE
PROTEST.

By Rev. W. H. Workman.

The decision of The General Assembly at Or-
lando Florida, reverses the historie position of
the entire Church for the past two thousand
years, The decision therefore is extremely,
revolutionary.

The methods pursued by the leaders of the
majority of the Assembly were remarkable.
Five ministers were appointed by the last As-
sembly, J. F. Cannon D. D.,R. F. Campbell D.
D, A. M. Fraser D. D. W. M. Dinwiddie D. D.
and James I. Vance D, D. ‘These ministers
after a careful consideration and deliberate
study reported, (all except Rev. James 1.
Vance) agreeing that the former deliverances
of the Assembly,prohibiting® women speaking,
exhorting or leading in prayer in the assemblies
of the saints, were seriptural, Doctor Vance
alone dissenting, and declaring that the serip-
tures do not forbid women speaking in the
churches.

Doctor Vance’s report consisted of two parts;
1st: The previous decisions of the Assembly,
then a great array of seripture passages with
his exposition of the same to disprove the his-
torie position of the Assembly.

It was very evident that the Seriptures cited,
and the radical method of interpretation adopt-
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ed by Dr. Vance was too weak and unsound to
sustain his position, and those who favored a de-
parture from the historic position, and were de- _
termined to remove the shackles from women,
were unwilling t0 go on record with these as a
basis of their action, they therefore buried it
out of sight by substituting for it only a portion»
(a part of the previous decision of the Assembly
as to women being admitted to and recognized
as preachers of the word)and adding thereto
the following: And other services of women
should be left to the discretion of sessions and
the enlightened conseciences of Christian women
themselves.

It is manifest from the record that there is no
Scripture cited to sustain the position taken;
that the Seripture cited by Dr. Vance was de-
liberately discarded, by the majority ; that the
appeal in the record as fixed by the majority is
one of expediency only, and the fact stated on
the floor of the Assembly that the position of
the Assembly was being violated by the As.
sembly—agencies and by the Church, and the
new position would relieve the inconsistencies
existing between the practice and the theory.
Which is about the same logically, as if a thief
should say, as my practice is not in accord with
the eighth commandment, therefore I will
change the commandment rather than my prae-
tice.

I call attention next to the constitutionality
of the act of the Assembly. The General As- -
sembly has in this instance as in another re-
fused to discharge its high and solemn duties
and has unconstitutionally revolutionized the
government of the Church, in the following
particulars: The Constitution declares ‘‘The
Assembly to be the highest Court of the Church,
and represents in one, all the churches there-
of.”? ® & & “It constitutes the bond of union,
peace, and correspondence among all its con-
gregations and courts.’”’ Book of Church Order
Par. 86. ‘‘It has power to decide all contro-
versies respecting doctrine and discipline; to
give advice and instruction in conformity with
the Constitution in all cases submitted to i )
Par. 90. By referring this question to the Ses-
sions it has failed to be that bond of union, and
to decide doctrines. It has stepped down from
its throne of power and clothed the Sessions
with a power which has'been delegated to the
General Assembly only. It thereby breaks the
unity of the Church. It thereby refers the de-
cision of doctrines to untrained men (elders
being untrained in the careful discriminating
study of matters of doctrine), the ministers of
the Word are so trained being in a decided
minority are compelled to submit to the decision
of the Elders who are not trained.

It confers upon the sessions the power of
formulating new doctrines, and new modes of
worship, which is dangerous to the truth as
given unto us by the Word and handed down
by the fathers. In the General Assembly alone
is the equality numerically preserved between '
the ruling and the preaching Elder.

It is inconsistent to insist upon a trained min-
istry and put these, as matters of worship, un-
der power of those who have not been so fitted
for such duties. :

I call the attention of the sessions to Para-
graph 313 of the Directory of Worship and
that this debars the Sessions from encouraging’
females from leading in prayer in the prayer-
meetings.

All the rules of interpretation of Constitu-
tional-Law requires that every word shall have
its full force and effect. The word male in this
paragraph excludes every other class of mem-
bers.

As sustaining this interpretation I call atten-
tion to the parallel phrase in the Constitutions
'of the States ‘‘male citizens Zi years of age




